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National Science Foundation § 640.5

§ 640.5 Responsibilities and proce-
dures for preparation of an envi-
ronmental impact statement.

(a) If initially or after an environ-
mental assessment has been completed,
it is determined that an environmental
impact statement should be prepared,
it and other related documentation
will be prepared by the directorate re-
sponsible for the action in accordance
with section 102(2)(c) of the Act, this
part, and the CEQ regulations. The re-
sponsible directorate will be in close
communication with the grant or con-
tract applicant and may have to rely
extensively on his or her input in pre-
paring the EIS. However, once a docu-
ment is prepared it shall be submitted
to the Chairman who, after such review
by the Committee as is deemed nec-
essary by the Chairman, shall transmit
the document as required by CEQ regu-
lations and this part. If the Chairman
considers a document unsatisfactory,
he or she shall return it to the respon-
sible directorate for revision prior to
an award decision.

Specifically, the following steps, as
discussed in the CEQ regulations, will
be followed in preparing an EIS:

(1) A notice of intent to prepare a
draft EIS will be published as described
in 40 CFR 1501.7.

(2) Scoping, as described in 40 CFR
1501.7, will be conducted.

(3) The format and contents of the
draft and final EIS shall be as dis-
cussed in 40 CFR part 1502.

(4) Comments on the draft EIS shall
be invited as set forth in 40 CFR 1503.1.
The minimum period to be afforded for
comments on a draft EIS shall be 45
days, unless a lesser period is necessary
to comply with other specific statutory
requirements or in case of emergency
circumstances, as described in 40 CFR
1506.11.

(5) The requirements of 40 CFR 1506.9
for filing of documents with the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency shall be
followed.

(6) The responsible directorate shall
examine carefully the basis on which
supportive studies have been conducted
to assure that such studies are objec-
tive and comprehensive in scope and in
depth.

(7) The Act requires that the deci-
sionmaking involved ‘‘utilize a system-

atic, interdisciplinary approach that
will insure the integrated use of the
natural and social sciences and the en-
vironmental design arts.’’ If such dis-
ciplines are not present on the NSF
staff, appropriate use should be made
of personnel of Federal, State, and
local agencies, universities, non-profit
organizations, or private industry.

(8) A copy of the draft EIS or the
final EIS (or a summary, if the size of
the EIS does not make this practical)
shall be included in and accompany the
appropriate proposal throughout the
NSF internal review and approval proc-
ess.

(b)(1) 40 CFR 1506.1 describes the
types of actions that should not be
taken during the NEPA process. Such
actions shall be avoided by NSF per-
sonnel during the process of prepara-
tion of an EIS and for a period of thirty
days after the final EIS is filed with
EPA, unless such actions are necessary
to comply with other specific statutory
requirements.

(2) 40 CFR 1506.10 also places certain
limitations on the timing of agency de-
cisions on taking ‘‘major Federal ac-
tions’’. In some cases the actual ‘‘deci-
sion point’’ may be more clear-cut than
others. If the ‘‘action’’ that neces-
sitated the preparation of an EIS is one
that would be carried out under grant,
contract, or cooperative agreement,
then the award shall not be made be-
fore the times set forth in 40 CFR
1506.10, unless such action is necessary
to comply with other specific statutory
requirements, or as exceptions are
needed as provided in 40 CFR 1506.10,
1506.11, or 1507.3. However, an award for
preliminary planning proposals may be
made before such times if it is so struc-
tured as to require further NSF approv-
als for funding the actual actions that
might adversely affect the quality of
the human environment. In such cases,
the subsequent approvals for funding
these actions will be considered the
‘‘decision’’. This is consistent with the
requirement that environmental con-
siderations undergo concurrent review
with all other project planning consid-
erations.

(c) In appropriate cases, if the action
involves other agencies, the Chairman
may agree to designate another agency
as ‘‘lead agency’’ and to cooperate as
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